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functions, and will not harm the national in-
terest.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 1, 1997.

NOTE: The reports detailing the cancellations
were published in the Federal Register on Novem-
ber 4.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting Line Item Vetoes of the
Department of Transportation and
Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 1998
November 1, 1997

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the Line Item Veto

Act, I hereby cancel the dollar amounts of
discretionary budget authority, as specified
in the attached reports, contained in the
‘‘Department of Transportation and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1998’’ (Public
Law 105–66; H.R. 2169). I have determined
that the cancellation of these amounts will
reduce the Federal budget deficit, will not
impair any essential Government functions,
and will not harm the national interest.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 1, 1997.

NOTE: The reports detailing the cancellations
were published in the Federal Register on Novem-
ber 4.

Remarks at a Democratic National
Committee Dinner on Amelia Island
November 1, 1997

Thank you very much. Please be seated.
We’re going to reverse the order tonight, and
I’m going to introduce the Vice President be-
cause you’ve all heard me speak before—
[laughter]—because I need to save my voice
to campaign for our candidates in New Jersey
and in New York tomorrow. [Applause]
Thank you.

Let me once again thank all of you for
coming. I hope you have enjoyed this. I cer-

tainly enjoyed it today. I was glad to meet
with the various panels, and I enjoyed Gov-
ernor Romer’s speech at lunch very, very
much. Didn’t he do a terrific job?

Ladies and gentlemen, 6 years ago when
I began running for President, I wanted to
win the election to change the country, and
I felt very strongly that we were not prepar-
ing America for the 21st century and that
our party needed to break the logjam not
only with a set of new policies but with a
set of new ideas. I thought the political de-
bate had become, frankly, stale and, at least
to someone like me, governing a State out
in the country, often completely meaningless.

I believed we had to move the debate to-
ward what was good for the future, not the
past; what would support positive change, not
the status quo; what would bring us together,
not divide us; and move away from the old
left-right, liberal-conservative and, frankly,
outdated name-calling and labeling that
dominated national politics. Six years later,
we’ve made a lot of progress, not only in
moving the country to a better place but in
changing the nature of political debate.

I very much hope that the simplistic
antigovernment, reactionary approach had its
last gasp in the Republican congressional vic-
tory in 1994. The fact that we beat back the
‘‘Contract With America’’ and signed the
right kind of welfare reform, got a balanced
budget with the biggest investments in edu-
cation and health care since 1965 and that
we’re moving forward in a way that brings
the country together around the ideas of op-
portunity, responsibility, and community that
we have espoused now for a long time is
deeply encouraging to me.

The fact that all around the world now
people are beginning to talk in the same
terms—the First Lady is in Great Britain
today; she’s been in Ireland. I, frankly, was
very flattered that Tony Blair’s campaign was
often compared to ours and that the so-called
New Labor movement has a lot in common
with what we’ve tried to do here. I believe
all over the world countries that are serious
about helping people make the most of their
own lives, assuming a leadership role in deal-
ing with the challenges of the modern world
are going to have to basically adopt similar
approaches.
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